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■■The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
THE REPLY FILED 15 October 2004 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 

PERIOD FOR rfpi y [check either a) or b)] 

a ' O The period for reply expires months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) IlTh^ rePl ,y ( t XPir f S t ?■ (1) the J n ? ai " ng d3te ° f tWS AdViS ° ry Acti0n ' ° r (2) the da,e set forth in the final whichever is later. In no 

^ Vef> W '" the StatUtory perl0d for re P'y ex P ire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the fin J rejection 
Sff) ™' S WHEN ™ E F ' RST REPLY WAS RLED W ' THIN TW ° MONTHS OF THE Sl REGION. See MPEP 
Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1 .136(a) and the appropriate extension fee 
sTcFRl" 177^7 .f ° rpu,p " of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The appr^riate extension feT under 
?m ^ ' 7 l t? tl f ^ f ^ 0m: (1 ) the eXp ' ratl0n date 0f the shortened statutor y for re P'V originally set in the final Office action- o/(2) seTforth in 
(b) above ,f checked^ Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of the final rejection even f w£k^ 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). j^uwi, even ii umeiy inea, may reduce any 

1D A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2. D The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifyinq the 

issues for appeal; and/or ' a 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims 

NOTE: . 

3. D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejections): . 

4 D catXS^ — W ° Uld ^ a ' ,0Wable ' SUbmitted in 3 SeParate ' fi ' ed 

^ %^SJ£ h3S bee " ~ d ™ d06S N0T the 

6.D The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. y 

7.8 For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)D will not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 



Claim(s) rejected: 1-13.15-22 and 31-34 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 



8. D The drawing correction filed on is a)D approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

10D Other: 
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Attachment to PTO I 303 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 10/15/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to applicants argument that present invention relates to a filter that 
inter alia minimizes the passage of platelets therethrough: This is not recited in the 
claims and therefore is beyond the scope of the claims. 

In response to the argument that one of ordinary skill would not be led from 
platelet passing filter of EP'286 to the filter of EP'675 and the platelet removing filter of 
Onishi: the motivation to combine is clearly stated in the rejection. 

In response to the argument that there is no suggestion to combine from EP'286: 
the suggestion does not have to come from the primary reference. 

IN response to the argument that there is no teaching in EP'675 of cationic 
treatment ... of fibrous filter elements ... ; and that EP'675 does not teach or suggest a 
filter comprising at least two fibrous filter elements, one substantially non-hydroxylated 
and has greater number of carboxyl groups relative to the bulk and the other 
hydroxylated relative to the bulk: these argument goes beyond the scope of the 

rejection. EP'675 was not used for a teaching of fibrous filter elements. Also, if EP'675 
did teach all these, it would be a 102(b) reference. 

In response to the argument that the office action does not explain why one 
would be led to the N/O ratio of 0.01 to less than 1 : this is provided by the primary 
reference, as shown in the rejection. 
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In response to the argument that Onishi teaches a platelet removing filter and 
does not cure the deficiencies of EP'286 and EP'675: applicant has not provided what 
deficiency need be cured. The motivation for combining is clearly stated in the 
rejection. 

In response to arguments re rejection of claim 5: arguments do not provide * 
reasons why the stack arrangement is significant and unobvious with respect to the 
prior arts and the cited case laws. There is no reason or significance disclosed for the 
arrangements in the applicants' specification either. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Krishnan S Menon whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1 143. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wanda L Walker can be reached on 571-272-1 151. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Krishnan Menon /yh> f j ff a 

Patent Examiner ftf™ 

SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 1 Ton 



